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Mr, Thome a J. Kelley 
sat, Dir . , Proteetuve Intelligence 
t T . .Secret Service 
Washington, a. 0. 20226 



Dear Mp. .'alloy, 

tterqnn. 1 ," 0r ® t in tua work 1 do for ago gratification or other 

J D l or * ei "" h paeons, i*d be offended at your letter of -ecembor 4, 
wuich is an insult to my intelligence and a salf-defomation of yours. It 
eaves me no choice but to take it apart and make a rdcord od it a non-res- 
ponsiveness and, indeed, whet o suspicious person might characterize as 
deceptiveness. I do not have a low opinion of your intelligence or capacity, 
so I assume this not to neve been eccidentel* 

Your concluding sentence, pretended Ly addressed to all but one of the 

tnem hn^ <1U !, 8ti fff rSlSet - la My letter of 19 «» «LiZ response to any of 

them but one: the illegible parts of the one document, the deethieertificate. ' 

.flat sentence reads, in full, "Our file simply does not contain the* other 
in iormst ion, or ox plana ti oils you rQQUoatod/* 1 

Fxtom my by now unfortunately extensive experience with government by 
semantics, I immediately wonder about the first two words, "our* 1 and " file’ 1 
especially when you in this case sign yourself as "Assistant Director, Protective 
Intelligence ( but on the stationary of the "Off fee of tue Director"), whereas 
your previous letter, on xhe some letterhead, identifies you os ’'Assistant 
Director" only. From this I think it is not unreasonable to wonder if all you 
ore saying is tuat a jingle file in protective intelligence does not contain the 
information I seek, the government has, and under the luw must provide me. 



Because I seek truth not scandal, went to see Justice done with no 
unnecessary injustice, i hi ve undertaken to be forthright with you. people, even 
though this was not to my personal interest or benefit. If you sre familiar with 
the earlier correspondence, indicated en intention to go to court to get whet 
tee law guarantees me. If you did not so understand this, then please accept nttf 
sincere assurances this is not only my intention but ± hova arranged for counsli. 
avow I Would like you anu Mr. Dowloy to ;.Bk yourselves what your positions personally 
end as responsible officials of the Secret Service will be, what image of tue 
secret service will be cast, if end when in a court proceeding, to take but one of 
tue abundenfe such instances, it comes out that the Secret Services says it does not 
have, does tot know where nny copy of the receipt it signed for the photographs and 
--pays oi tue so-called autopsy of a President of the United otates is* ..a I was 
frank to tell you, every official' accounting of this film is contradicted by every 
otner one, and official reoords in my possession, ae X also told you under hate of 
11 / 24 , indicate "these papers were directed to you". If this ia not enough to dis- 
turb you, add to it the failure of the Secret Service to respond in ,ny way to my 
proper question about afeout what happened to the pictures in processing, those same 
pictures turned over to it for "safekeeping?. 
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Should you or &r. Kowley desire, I can go into just about all the 
requests x Have mode of tue Secret Service in identical or similar fashion. 1 
would hope tuia is not the case, but if you for one minute doubt it, csk me. 
here 1 refer not al ne to my letter of ll/24. 

But with regard to the letter of 11/24, there is not a single question 
I saked that is unequivocally answered by your single, evasive sentence, anil 
there isr not a single one to which you cannot make specific, uneoui vocal response* 

I am not a lawyer, but 1 have consulted? and retained one of unquestionable 
competence. Be agrees with my belief that each and every items is covered by 

the freedom of Information lsw, that each one is outside any proper invocation of 

any of its restrictive provisions* ho is an authentic expert on this particular 
law, having been general counsel of the Senate Committee whence it came* So, I 
ask that you reread my letter and provide the meaningful answer shat without any 
possibility of doubt you or others in the Secret Service can und should. I ask 
that you do this promptly, for this is the requirement of the cited law, unnecessary 
delay in itself being a violation, and I stongly encourage you to review the 
entire file of correspondence in the same manner and for tne seme purpose. It is 

not my desire or intent to embarrass you, Ivr. Bowley or the Secret Service. 

There is 8 strange inappropriateness in all of this, for I am the 
one writer working in the field who has expressed any sympathy for the Secret 
Service and its employees end the one who hee gone out of his way to defend 
them against foul charges falsely made rather widely. If you are not aware of 
this, others in your agency are, and I appreciate their expressions of thanks 
delivered indirectly* 

In any av nt, I hope you can be persuaded that the time for ah&bjjy 
games with words is p8st. I also suggest that ra n ny reputations and futures are 
deeply involved and my well be through coming generations* Because 1 do not for 
e minute believe that anyone in the Secret Service was in any way responsible for 
the assassination, v/anted it or could in any way have prevented it, save by 
prohibiting this trip (and I jio have pi’oof it had as much reason in advance 
here as it did in two other contemporaneous instances where it did take action), 
in the past 1 have offered to aiscuss the fruits of my investigation with ^r. Howley* 
has seen fit to reject this offer, wuica is his right. ± now extend it to you, 
realizing you cannot do it without his approval, however, the situation has changed, 
and x now attacn two conditions: that ray lawyer approve and that you undertake to 
assure me that nothing you learn from me goes any further without my specific 
agreement • 

Whether you accept this offer or not, I hope the evasions, equivocations 
and ihlse statements on this subject are all in the past. 1 expect meaningful, 
specific responses to the reouests x have made or specific raisons in each case 
for not providing them. 

Sincerely, 



Uarold weisberg 



